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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 20-23 and 25-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

With respect to Claim 20, the limitation of the formwork's opening's diameter 
being smaller than "the size of said part of said core secured against said formwork" is 
not supported by the Specification as originally filed. The openings in formworks in figs. 
5 and 6 are not disclosed as being of a lesser diameter than the core, whether the core 
is the bolt of fig. 5, "core 63" of fig. 5, central stud 74 of fig. 6 (see figs. 5 and 6 and 
page 1 0, line 22 through page 1 1 , line 5), or another embodiment of a core, securing 
means, or elastomer body. Claims 21-23 and 25-35 are rejected via their dependency. 

Claims 20-23 and 25-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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With respect to Claim 20, tlie Claim recites the limitation "an opening in said 
formwork, the diameter of said opening being smaller than the size of said part of said 
core secured against said formwork" in lines 18-20. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this "said part of said core secured against said formwork" limitation in the 
claim. Additionally, since the Claim requires "said core... is secured against said 
formwork" in line 14 and 15 of the Claim, the entire core rather than part is secured 
against said formwork. Thus, no particular "size of said part of said core" is being 
identified. For purposes of examination, the Examiner assumes a limitation of the 
diameter of said formwork opening being smaller than the diameter of the securing 
means arranged on or in front of said body since Applicant refers to the securing means 
diameter in Applicant's Specification, page 2, lines 6-19 (see Applicant's Arguments 
filed 22 December 2009, page numbered 5 by Applicant, second full paragraph). 
Claims 21-23 and 25-35 are rejected via their dependency. 

With respect to Claim 20, recites the limitation "body... provide with a projection 
which at a distance from its end located at the boundary surface of the concrete... 
leaves behind a non-release recess... which recess comprises securing means" in lines 
7-1 1 and recites the limitation "said [formwork] supporting surface is at a first extremity 
of said body and said projection is provided at a second opposite extremity of said 
body" in lines 16-18. Thus, the body's projection and the formwork are on opposite 
sides of the body, and the projection leave behind securing means. In contradiction, the 
Claim recites the limitation "said securing means extend through an opening in said 
formwork" in lines 18 and 19. Thus, the securing means extend through the formwork. 



Application/Control Number: 10/519,272 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1791 

How do the securing means simultaneously exist sufficiently away from the formwork 

that the securing means and formwork are at opposite extremes of the body and exist 

sufficiently at the formwork to be through the formwork? For purposes of examination, 

the Examiner assumes that the body's core is extending through the opening in the 

formwork rather than the securing means extending through the formwork. Claims 21- 

23 and 25-35 are rejected via their dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20-22, 25-27, 29-33, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over S.T.U.P. (Belgium Patent No. 502,991 , translation relied upon for text 
citation) in view of Murphy et al. (US Patent No. 1,157,895). 

With respect to Claim 20, S.T.U.P. teaches creating a cavity with truncated cone 
sections in concrete (a method for arranging engagement means in a concrete part) 
(see page 1 1 , second full paragraph and fig. 16). S.T.U.P. teaches placing a core 1 and 
shaping rod 3 inside from beyond each side of a mold 8, 9, 10 (providing a formwork; 
arranging said body at the formwork surface extending from one side of said formwork 
surface into said formwork; wherein said supporting surface is at a first extremity of said 
body; body's core is extending through the opening in the formwork) (see page 9, first 
full paragraph and fig. 13) with the core 1 made of rubber (providing a body whose 
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exterior comprises an elastomeric material) (see paragrapli bridging pages 4 and 5). 
The shaping rod 3 is steel and is held in place in the mold with the rod (wherein said 
body comprises a core; wherein said core is relatively rigid; comprises a supporting 
surface; self-supporting; secured against said formwork) (see fig. 13). Concrete is 
poured and cured around the core 1 (encasing said body in concrete material and 
removing from the concrete after setting) (see page 1 first paragraph through page 2, 
first full paragraph), the deformable rod 3 and elastic core 1 are removed from the mold 
with one containing the other (removing it from the concrete after setting; is removed by 
pulling out the core together with said elastomer material from said concrete) (see 
paragraph bridging pages 3 and 4), by a pulling force which reduces the deformable 
rod's 3 transverse cross section (said body being elongate and is removed from the 
concrete in its longitudinal direction; with mechanical properties such that there is a 
considerable reduction in the external diameter at removal from the concrete; encasing 
said body in concrete material and removing from the concrete after setting) (see page 
3, first full paragraph). The mold is taken apart (removal of the formwork) (see 
paragraph bridging pages 9 and 10) and cables 14 are then inserted (engagement part 
which is then fitted into the concrete) (see paragraph bridging pages 9 and 10 and page 
10, first full paragraph). The cavity is formed with truncated cone sections (is provided 
with a projection which, at a distance from its end located at the boundary surface of the 
concrete, is position transversely with respect to the longitudinal direction and leaves 
behind a non-release recess in the concrete after setting, which recess comprises 
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securing means for an engagement part; said projection is provided at a second 
opposite extremity of said body) (see page 1 1 , second full paragraph and fig. 1 6). 

Although S.T.U.P. teaches making the elastic core's 1 surface to correspond to 
surface of the formed void to the desired surface to be produced (see page 3, second 
full paragraph) and producing truncated cone sections (see page 1 1 , second full 
paragraph and fig. 16), S.T.U.P. does not expressly teach that the securing means 
formed by the projections are for the engagement part fitted into the concrete. 
Moreover, S.T.U.P. does not expressly teach the diameter of said formwork opening 
being smaller than the diameter of the securing means arranged on or in front of said 
body. 

Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the shape of a bolt 10 (see 
page 1 of text, lines 76-81), that the bolt has a helical strip 12 sufficiently large to 
necessitate placing it after placement of the bolt 10 through holding plate 12 (body's 
core is extending through the opening in the formwork; the diameter of said formwork 
opening being smaller than the diameter of the securing means arranged on or in front 
of said body) (see page 1 of text, lines 31-70), and that the bolt may be replaced in the 
insert (body being elongate and is removed from the concrete in its longitudinal direction 
and is provided with a projection which, at a distance from its end located at the 
boundary surface of the concrete, is positioned transversely with respect to the 
longitudinal direction and leaves behind a non-release recess in the concrete after 
setting, which recess comprises a securing means for an engagement part which is 
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then fitted into tlie concrete; said projection is provided at a second opposite extremity 
of said body) (see page 1 of text, lines 81-84). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Murphy's mold insert or cavity design in the method of 
forming a cavity in S.T.U.P. in order to provide a threaded opening for attachment to the 
molded part (see Murphy, title). 

S.T.U.P. teaches that the cavity is formed with truncated cone sections (securing 
means are arranged on/in front of the said body, which securing means remain in the 
recess when said body is removed) (see page 1 1 , second full paragraph and fig. 16). 
Alternatively, Murphy teaches that the bolt 10 carries a helical strip 12 designed to be 
anchored as an insert in a concrete wall (securing means are arranged on/in front of the 
said body, which securing means remain in the recess when said body is removed) (see 
page 1 of text, lines 31-42). 

With respect to Claim 21 , Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the 
shape of a bolt 1 0 (see page 1 of text, lines 76-81 ) and that the bolt has a spiral rib or 
thread 1 1 (projection comprises a continuous surface designed in such a manner that it 
is able to absorb both tensile and compressive forces) (see page 1 of text, lines 31-42). 

With respect to Claim 22, Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the 
shape of a bolt 1 0 (see page 1 of text, lines 76-81 ), that the bolt has a spiral rib or 
thread 1 1 (securing means comprise a screw recess in the concrete material) (see page 
1 of text, lines 31-42), and that the bolt may be replaced in the insert (the engagement 
part is designed accordingly) (see page 1 of text, lines 81-84). 
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With respect to Claim 25, Murpliy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the 
shape of a bolt 1 0 (see page 1 of text, lines 76-81 ) and that the bolt may be replaced in 
the insert (engagement part) (see page 1 of text, lines 81-84) for an anchor (see title), 
which would be a component for hoisting (comprises hoisting means). 

With respect to Claim 26, ST. UP. teaches forming a U-shaped cavity (that the 
cavity is open at both ends at the same boundary surface of the concrete part and is U- 
shaped) (see page 6, last paragraph and fig. 7). 

With respect to Claim 27, Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the 
shape of a bolt 10 (see page 1 of text, lines 76-81) and that the bolt may be replaced in 
the insert (engagement part) (see page 1 of text, lines 81-84), which would adjust the 
wall to fix an anchor (comprises an adjustment bolt). 

With respect to Claim 29, S.T.U.P. teaches using a core 1 with sufficient internal 
room to contract around an internal shaping rod 3 (said core, because of its shape and 
configuration gives space to the wall thereof) (see paragraph bridging pages 3 and 4). 

With respect to Claim 30, S.T.U.P. teaches removing the internal shaping rod 3 
before the core 1 (core is separated from the elastomeric material when the body is 
removed from the concrete) (see paragraph bridging pages 3 and 4). 

Alternately, if it is held that S.T.U.P. discloses the claimed invention except for 
removing the rod 3 from the core 1 after their removal from the mold, then S.T.U.P. 
teaches removing the internal shaping rod 3 before the core 1 before removal from the 
mold (see paragraph bridging pages 3 and 4). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to removing the rod 3 
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from the core 1 after their removal from the mold, since it has been held that a mere 
reversal of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. 
In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. 

With respect to Claim 31 , S.T.U.P. teaches supporting a series of cores 1 with a 
mold (providing a series of bodies which are secured to a common carrier) (see page 8, 
second full paragraph and fig. 11). 

With respect to Claim 32, S.T.U.P. teaches supporting a series of cores 1 with a 
mold and forming blind bores (a series of engagement surfaces is arranged in a 
concrete part which extend from an outer wall thereof, comprising the steps of placing a 
series of bodies Into the formwork, wherein each cavity comprising a blind bore) (see 
page 8, second full paragraph and figs. 1 1 and 16). 

With respect to Claim 33, S.T.U.P. teaches creating a cavity with truncated cone 
sections In concrete (a securing means extends over the entire extent of the concrete 
part In the transverse direction) (see page 11, second full paragraph and fig. 16). 
Moreover, Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the shape of a bolt 10 
(see page 1 of text, lines 76-81 ), that the bolt has a spiral rib or thread 1 1 (securing 
means extends over the entire extent of the concrete part in the transverse direction) 
(see page 1 of text, lines 31-42). Moreover, Murphy teaches that the bolt 10 carries a 
helical strip 12 designed to be anchored as an insert in a concrete wall (securing means 
extends over the entire extent of the concrete part in the transverse direction) (see page 
1 of text, lines 31-42). 
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With respect to Claim 35, ST. UP. teaches that the cores may be pulled from the 
concrete (see paragraph bridging pages 3 and 4), which could be done by hand. 

Claims 20, 23, 25, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over S.T.U.P. (Belgium Patent No. 502,991 , translation relied upon for text 
citation) in view of Tye (US Patent No. 4,018,470) and Murphy et al. (US Patent No. 
1,157,895). 

With respect to Claim 20, S.T.U.P. teaches creating a cavity with truncated cone 
sections in concrete (a method for arranging engagement means in a concrete part) 
(see page 1 1 , second full paragraph and fig. 16). S.T.U.P. teaches placing a core 1 and 
shaping rod 3 inside from beyond each side of a mold 8, 9, 10 (providing a formwork; 
arranging said body at the formwork surface extending from one side of said formwork 
surface into said formwork; wherein said supporting surface is at a first extremity of said 
body; body's core is extending through the opening in the formwork) (see page 9, first 
full paragraph and fig. 13) with the core 1 made of rubber (providing a body whose 
exterior comprises an elastomeric material) (see paragraph bridging pages 4 and 5). 
The shaping rod 3 is steel and is held in place in the mold with the rod (wherein said 
body comprises a core; wherein said core is relatively rigid; comprises a supporting 
surface; self-supporting; secured against said formwork) (see fig. 13). Concrete is 
poured and cured around the core 1 (encasing said body in concrete material and 
removing from the concrete after setting) (see page 1 , first full paragraph), the 
deformable rod 3 and elastic core 1 are removed from the mold with one containing the 
other (removing it from the concrete after setting; is removed by pulling out the core 
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together with said elastomer material from said concrete) (see paragraph bridging 
pages 3 and 4), by a pulling force which reduces the deformable rod's 3 transverse 
cross section (said body being elongate and is removed from the concrete in its 
longitudinal direction; with mechanical properties such that there is a considerable 
reduction in the external diameter at removal from the concrete; encasing said body in 
concrete material and removing from the concrete after setting) (see page 3, first full 
paragraph). The mold is taken apart (removal of the formwork) (see paragraph bridging 
pages 9 and 10) and cables 14 are then inserted (engagement part which is then fitted 
into the concrete) (see paragraph bridging pages 9 and 10 and page 10, first full 
paragraph). The cavity is formed with truncated cone sections (is provided with a 
projection which, at a distance from its end located at the boundary surface of the 
concrete, is position transversely with respect to the longitudinal direction and leaves 
behind a non-release recess in the concrete after setting, which recess comprises 
securing means for an engagement part; said projection is provided at a second 
opposite extremity of said body) (see page 1 1 , second full paragraph and fig. 1 6). 

Although S.T.U.P. teaches making the elastic core's 1 surface to correspond to 
surface of the formed void to the desired surface to be produced (see page 3, second 
full paragraph) and producing truncated cone sections (see page 1 1 , second full 
paragraph and fig. 16), S.T.U.P. does not expressly teach that the securing means 
formed by the projections are for the engagement part fitted into the concrete. 

Tye teaches making the anchor to a slab interact with a pick-up insert 12 that 
allows the T-head insert to engage internal thrust surfaces 38 (which recess comprises 
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a securing means for an engagement part wliicli is tlien fitted into tlie concrete) (see 
col. 8, line 45 through col. 9, line 11). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Tye's anchor shape as the cavity shape in S.T.U.P. because 
the lock is a well-know anchor for lifting concrete slabs and because the lock transfers 
the vertical load without bending or twisting and causing resultant failure (see Tye, col. 
1, lines 61 through col. 2, line 43). Thus, as combined, S.T.U.P.'s core 1 is provided 
with a projection which, at a distance from its end located at the boundary surface of the 
concrete, is positioned transversely with respect to the longitudinal direction and leaves 
behind a non-release recess in the concrete after setting and said projection is provided 
at a second opposite extremity of said body. 

S.T.U.P. teaches that the cavity is formed with truncated cone sections (securing 
means are arranged on/in front of the said body, which securing means remain in the 
recess when said body is removed) (see page 11, second full paragraph and fig. 16). 
Alternatively, Tye teaches that a body 15 remains in the concrete (securing means are 
arranged on/in front of the said body, which securing means remain in the recess when 
said body is removed) (see figs. 4 and 5 and page 3, lines 54-61). 

S.T.U.P. does not expressly teach the diameter of said formwork opening being 
smaller than the diameter of the securing means arranged on or in front of said body. 

Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the shape of a bolt 10 (see 
page 1 of text, lines 76-81), that the bolt has a helical strip 12 sufficiently large to 
necessitate placing it after placement of the bolt 10 through holding plate 12 (the 
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diameter of said formwork opening being smaller than the diameter of the securing 
means arranged on or in front of said body) (see page 1 of text, lines 31-70), and that 
the bolt may be replaced in the insert (see page 1 of text, lines 81-84). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the mold wall's hole diameter be less than the securing 
means as taught by Murphy in the method of forming a cavity in S.T.U.P. in order to 
provide a mold wall hole that only exceeds the diameter of the portion of the bolt 
passing through the mold wall and thus allows the bolt head to remain free of any 
concrete which would prevent its removal (see Murphy, page 1 of text, line 84 through 
page 1 of text, line 2). 

With respect to Claim 23, Tye teaches making the anchor to a slab interact with a 
pick-up insert 12 that allows the T-head insert to engage internal thrust surfaces 38 (see 
col. 8, line 45 through col. 9, line 1 1 ), which is at least two bayonet connections. 

With respect to Claim 25, Tye teaches making the anchor to a slab interact with a 
pick-up insert 12 that allows the T-head insert to engage internal thrust surfaces 38 
(engagement part comprises hoisting means) (see col. 8, line 45 through col. 9, line 1 1 ). 

With respect to Claim 33, Tye teaches that a body 15 is tied to reinforcing bars 
64 in the concrete form (wherein said securing means comprise a metal part which 
absorbs tensile and or compressive forces and extends over the entire extent of the 
concrete part in the transverse direction) (see col. 7, lines 29-49). 

Claims 28 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over S.T.U.P. (Belgium Patent No. 502,991 , translation relied upon for text citation) in 
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view of Murphy et al. (US Patent No. 1,157,895) as applied to Claims 20-22, 25-27, 29- 
33, and 35 above, and further in view of Mess (US Patent No. 4,074,499). 

With respect to Claim 28, although S.T.U.P. in view of Murphy teaches creating a 
cavity in concrete (see S.T.U.P., page 11, second full paragraph and fig. 16) and that a 
bolt may be placed in the cavity (see Murphy, page 1 of text, lines 81-84), S.T.U.P. does 
not appear to expressly teach that the bolt comprises concrete material. 

Mess teaches that the concrete hole is filled after use to disguise the hole (see 
col. 1 , lines 33-43), which would necessarily form a concrete bolt with the hole (bolt 
comprises concrete material). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to fill the used hole with concrete as taught by Mess in the process 
of forming a hole as taught by S.T.U.P. in order to disguise the hole (see Mess, col. 1 , 
lines 33-43). 

With respect to Claim 33, S.T.U.P. teaches creating a cavity with truncated cone 
sections in concrete (a securing means extends over the entire extent of the concrete 
part in the transverse direction) (see page 1 1 , second full paragraph and fig. 16). 
Moreover, Murphy teaches creating cavities in concrete walls the shape of a bolt 10 
(see page 1 of text, lines 76-81 ), that the bolt has a spiral rib or thread 1 1 (securing 
means extends over the entire extent of the concrete part in the transverse direction) 
(see page 1 of text, lines 31-42). Moreover, Murphy teaches that the bolt 10 carries a 
helical strip 12 designed to be anchored as an insert in a concrete wall (securing means 
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extends over the entire extent of the concrete part in the transverse direction) (see page 
1 of text, lines 31-42). 

Moreover, Mess teaches that the plug 20 is secured against a coil 1 1 with legs 
12 having the opposite shape to accommodate a threaded bolt (securing means extend 
over the entire extent of the concrete part in the transverse direction) (see col. 4, lines 
4-50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Mess's coil 1 1 with legs 12 on S.T.U.P.'s shaping core 1 or 
Murphy's bolt 10 in order to provide an attachment for hoisting means (see Mess, col. 1 , 
lines 12-17). 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over S.T.U.P. 
(Belgium Patent No. 502,991 , translation relied upon for text citation) in view of Murphy 
et al. (US Patent No. 1,157,895) as applied to Claims 20-22, 25-27, 29-33, and 35 
above, and further in view of Krauss (German Patent No. DE 43 24 522 CI, machine 
translation relied upon for text citation). 

With respect to Claim 28, although S.T.U.P. in view of Murphy teaches creating a 
cavity in concrete (see S.T.U.P., page 11, second full paragraph and fig. 16) and that a 
bolt may be placed in the cavity (see Murphy, page 1 of text, lines 81-84), S.T.U.P. does 
not appear to expressly teach that the bolt comprises concrete material. 

Krauss teaches adding concrete 6 around a reinforcing bar 5 in a block's central 
passage 4 (see page 3, second full paragraph and fig. 2). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Krauss's concrete around reinforcing bar in concrete holes 
of S.T.U.P. in order to simplify forming large elements (see page 1, paragraphs 3-5). 

Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over S.T.U.P. 
(Belgium Patent No. 502,991 , translation relied upon for text citation) in view of Murphy 
et al. (US Patent No. 1,157,895) as applied to Claims 20-22, 25-27, 29-33, and 35 
above, and further in view of Reay (US Patent No. 5,660,020). 

With respect to Claim 34, S.T.U.P. teaches creating a cavity in concrete (see 
S.T.U.P., page 11, second full paragraph and fig. 16) as previously described. 
However, S.T.U.P. does not appear to expressly teach that the concrete part is moved 
to the building site after said recess has been put in place. 

Reay teaches that a building panel may be made on or off site (see col. 2, lines 
10-23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to make a panel off site as taught by Reay in the process of making 
a panel as taught by S.T.U.P. in order to centralize construction and process control. 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 22 December 2009 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues with respect to the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, 
rejections. Applicant's arguments appear to be on the grounds that: 



Application/Control Number: 10/519,272 Page 17 

Art Unit: 1791 

1 ) Applicant's correction of Claims 22, 23, and 27 obviate the 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, 
second paragraph, rejections. 

Applicant argues with respect to the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejections. Applicant's 
arguments appear to be on the grounds that: 

2) S.T.U.P. and Murphy fails to provide securing means on or in front of said 
body because S.T.U.P. does not place any item in the concrete to be poured. 

3) S.T.U.P. and Tye fails to provide securing means on or in front of said body 
because S.T.U.P. does not place any item in the concrete to be poured. 

4) S.T.U.P., Murphy, and Tye fail to teach the newly claimed limitation of the 
diameter of the opening of the formwork being smaller than the side of the part of the 
core secured against the formwork. 

The Applicant's arguments are addressed as follows: 

1 ) In view of Applicant's correction of Claim 20, the Examiner withdraws the 
previously set forth 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, rejections as detailed in the 
Claim Rejections -35 U.S.C. § 1 12 section of the Office Action dated 25 August 2009. 
However, a new 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, rejection is made of record as 
indicated above. 

2) As recited above: 

S.T.U.P. teaches that the cavity is formed with truncated cone sections 
(securing means are arranged on/in front of the said body, which securing means 
remain in the recess when said body is removed) (see page 1 1 , second full 
paragraph and fig. 16). Alternatively, Murphy teaches that the bolt 10 carries a 
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helical strip 12 designed to be anchored as an insert in a concrete wall (securing 
means are arranged on/in front of the said body, which securing means remain in 
the recess when said body is removed) (see page 1 of text, lines 31-42). 
Thus, S.T.U.P.'s truncated cone sections would constitute items placed in the 
mold before pouring concrete, and the recess remaining after their removal would 
constitute securing means. Since the recess boundary is the concrete area surrounding 
the truncated cone sections, the recess is necessarily "arranged on/in front of the said 
body." Similarly, Murphy's bolt's 10 thread 1 1 is sufficient to provide a recess that 
remains in the concrete to teach these claim limitations as met by S.T.U.P. Moreover, 
Murphy's bolt's 10 helical strip 12 is also "securing means are arranged on/in front of 
the said body" since it surrounds the bolt (body) and remains in the concrete. 
3) As recited above: 

S.T.U.P. teaches that the cavity is formed with truncated cone sections 
(securing means are arranged on/in front of the said body, which securing means 
remain in the recess when said body is removed) (see page 1 1 , second full 
paragraph and fig. 16). Alternatively, Tye teaches that a body 15 remains in the 
concrete (securing means are arranged on/in front of the said body, which 
securing means remain in the recess when said body is removed) (see figs. 4 
and 5 and page 3, lines 54-61). 

Thus, S.T.U.P.'s truncated cone sections would constitute items placed in the 
mold before pouring concrete, and the recess remaining after their removal would 
constitute securing means. Since the recess boundary is the concrete area surrounding 
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the truncated cone sections, the recess is necessarily "arranged on/in front of the said 
body." Moreover, Tye's body 15 is also "securing means are arranged on/in front of the 
said body" since it surrounds the bolt (body) and remains in the concrete. 

4) Applicant's arguments with respect to the newly claimed limitations have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick Butler whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8517. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thu. 7:30 a.m.-5 p.m. and 
alternating Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson can be reached on (571) 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retheval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



IP. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1791 
/Christina Johnson/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



